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REMARKS 



Claims 1-78 are pending in the application. All claims have been finally rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based on U.S. Patent No. 6,338,067 to Baker et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,256,628 to Dobson et al. The Examiner has failed to establish a prime facie rejection under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Briefly, the Applicants claim a method and system for applying adjustments to "time 
series data in response to retrieval of an adjusted time series data value from a database." The 
claimed invention may be best understood in terms of historical closing stock prices. 

The closing price for a share of stock is reported daily and can be stored in a database. 
One can then compare stock prices over a period of time to, for example, identify trends. The 
raw stock prices stored in the database may not be directly comparable over the period of time. 
One common reason is the effect of stock splits. 

For example, a 2-for-l stock split typically results in a stocks value dropping by one-half 
in one day. One looking only at the raw data would assume that the stock has lost value. In 
reality, however, each share of stock is now 2 shares and the reported price represents one half of 
an old share. When the stock prices are adjusted for the stock split, historical stock prices can be 
compared in context. 

Prior art techniques of applying stock split data typically relied on custom programming. 
In essence, closing stock prices would be retrieved from the databases. A program would then 
use the split data to adjust the stock prices. The Applicants avoid that custom program by 
retrieving adjusted data values directly from the database. It is therefore the database that creates 
the adjusted data values as part of the retrieval operation. The cited references suggest no such 
method. 

Baker discusses a product hierarchy database. The Baker database stores many data 
items, including stock prices and split information. According to Baker, the stored data is merely 
returned and displayed to a user. There is no suggestion of retrieving adjusted stock prices (i.e. 
split data applied to stored stock prices) from the database. 
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Dobson discusses a technique for data charting. Dobson does not retrieve adjusted data 
values from a database. Dobson is only concerned with the visual aspect of charting. According 
to Dobson, data can be rescaled when displayed. 

As can be seen in FIGs. 1 and 2 of Dobson, the user can adjust boundary lines (14', 14") 
on the displayed chart. When the lower boundary line (14') is moved downward, the scale below 
the lower boundary line (14') is compressed, while the scale between the boundary lines (14\ 
14") is expanded. The data, however, is not changed. That is, a data point having a value of 
80% in FIG. 1 still has a value of 80% in FIG. 2. 

The claimed invention and the cited references are also summarized in the Request for 
Reconsideration Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 16, which was filed on July 26, 2005,atpage 2, line 10 
through page 3, line 23. 

Rejection Misses Essential Elements of Claims 

First, all claims recite that the raw data values are organized as a series in a first database 
structure, and the plurality of intervals of adjustment data are stored in a second database 
structure. 

The Examiner states that Baker stores raw data values as a series in a first database 
structure. Although Baker stores split data, the Examiner admits that Baker does not suggest 
intervals of adjustment data. (Final Office Action, May 26, 2005, page 4, lines 12-14.) For that 
limitation, the Examiner relies on Dobson. (Final Office Action at page 4, lines 14-20.) 

Even if Dobson' s chart scaling factor is suggestive of the claimed "intervals of 
adjustment data", there is no suggestion to store those scaling factors in any database structure. 
Such chart scaling is done on-the-fly by a viewer of the data, and has no other use or purpose. 
As such, Dobson would not store the scaling factors in the database. Moreover, the Examiner 
does not provide any motivation for Dobson' s scaling factor to be stored in the database. 

Second, the claimed invention requires that adjustment values be applied "in response to 
retrieval of an adjustment data value from database." Baker does not apply split values to raw 
data values. Dobson does not address retrieval of data, and therefore also does not suggest 
applying any adjustment data to raw data values upon retrieval. 
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The Examiner merely points to the storage of information in Baker's database. The 
Examiner does not cite where, in the prior art, an adjustment data value is applied to raw data 
values upon retrieval of the adjusted data values. 

Absent the above claim limitations in the cited references, the Office cannot maintain a 
prima facie rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Combined References Fail to Yield the Claimed Invention 

Even if the database structure of Baker were combined with the charting display system 
of Dobson, the result would be a prior art stock charting system. Dobson would merely plot data 
retrieved from Baker's database. A displayed price window could then be selected and rescaled 
as desired by user. Neither reference suggests how to combine stock split data with the retrieved 
stock price data. 

If a user wished to adjust stock prices to account for stock splits, neither Baker nor 
Dobson offer a solution. The user would need to find another technique to process the data from 
Baker's database, such as custom programming. 

By defining an association between stock split data and stock pricing data in the database, 
the adjusted stock prices can be retrieved in response to a request to the database. 



In view of the above Remarks, it is believed that all claims are in condition for allowance, 
and it is respectfully requested that the application be passed to issue. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 




Registration No. 36,558 
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